February 25, 2013 



Via Hand Delivery 



Re: Prenda Law, Inc. v. Paul A. God/read, Alan Cooper and Does 1-10 
U-L-75 



Emergency Request for Production of Documents 



Dear Custodian of Records: 

Enclosed, please find a subpoena issued in the above-referenced matter, which is currently pending in the 
Circuit Court of the Twentieth Judicial Circuit St. Clair County, Illinois. Our client is requesting all Internet 
Protocol addresses (including the date and time of that access in Universal Coordinated Time) that accessed the 
blogs located at dietrolldie.com and fightcopyrighttrolls.com between January 1, 201 1 through the present. Please 
provide this information in an Excel spreadsheet. 

Due to the emergency nature of the requested information, it is imperative that your organization responds 
to the subpoena immediately. The requested information is perishable and vital to the claims asserted in a 
complaint alleging widespread and systematic defamation. A copy of this complaint is attached for your reference. 

If you have any other questions or concerns regarding this request, please contact us immediately at (32 1 ) 
880-9160. We will do everything in our power to minimize the burden imposed on your organization associated 
with our request. 



Sincerely, 




Paul A. Duffy, Esq. 

161 N.Clark St. Ste. 3200 

Chicago, IL 60601 

paduffy@wefightpiracy.com 
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ATTORNEY OR PARTY WITHOUT ATTORNEY (Name, State Bar number, and address/ PaU 1 A. Duffy 

(SBN 224159) 

161 N. Clark St. Ste. 3200, Chicago, IL 60601 

TELEPHONE NO 312-880-9160 FAX NO : 

e-mail address pa duffy®wefightpiracy .com 

ATTORNEY FOR (Name): p renda Law _ j nc 



name of court Marin County Superior Court 
street address 350] civic Center Dr. 

MAILING AOORESS 



CITY AND ZIP CODE 



San Rafael, CA 94903 

BRANCH NAME 



plaintiff/ petitioner: Prenda Law, Inc 
defendant; respondent Paul A. Godfread, Alan Cooper and Does 1-10 



FOR COURT USE ONLY 



CIVIL SUBPOENA (DUCES TECUM) for Personal Appearance and 
Production of Documents, Electronically Stored Information, and Things at 
Trial or Hearing and DECLARATION 



CASE NUMBER 

13-L-75 



THE PEOPLE OF THE STATE OF CALIFORNIA, TO (name, address, and telephone number of witness, if known): 

Automattic, Inc. c/o Toni Schneider, Pier 38 at the Embarcadero, San Francisco, CA 94107 

1 YOU ARE ORDERED TO APPEAR AS A WITNESS in this action at the date, time, and place shown in the box below 
UNLESS your appearance is excused as indicated in box 3b below or you make an agreement with the person named in 
item 4 below. 



a. Date: 03/04/2013 Time: ] 0:00 am □Dept.: □ Div.: Room: 

b. Address: 161 N. Clark St. Ste. 3200, Chicago, IL 6Q601 



2 IF YOU HAVE BEEN SERVED WITH THIS SUBPOENA AS A CUSTODIAN OF CONSUMER OR EMPLOYEE RECORDS 
UNDER CODE OF CIVIL PROCEDURE SECTION 1985.3 OR 1985.6 AND A MOTION TO QUASH OR AN OBJECTION HAS 
BEEN SERVED ON YOU, A COURT ORDER OR AGREEMENT OF THE PARTIES, WITNESSES, AND CONSUMER OR 
EMPLOYEE AFFECTED MUST BE OBTAINED BEFORE YOU ARE REQUIRED TO PRODUCE CONSUMER OR EMPLOYEE 
RECORDS. 

3. YOU ARE (item a orb must be checked): 

a. I I Ordered to appear in person and to produce the records described in the declaration on page two or the attached 

declaration or affidavit. The personal attendance of the custodian or other qualified witness and the production of the 
original records are required by this subpoena. The procedure authorized by Evidence Code sections 1560(b), 1561, and 
1562 will not be deemed sufficient compliance with this subpoena. 

b. I / I Not required to appear in person if you produce (i) the records descnbed in the declaration on page two or the attached 

declaration or affidavit and (ii) a completed declaration of custodian of records in compliance with Evidence Code sections 
1560, 1561, 1562, and 1271. (1) Place a copy of the records in an envelope (or other wrapper). Enclose the original 
declaration of the custodian with the records. Seal the envelope. (2) Attach a copy of this subpoena to the envelope or 
write on the envelope the case name and number; your name; and the date, time, and place from item 1 in the box above. 

(3) Place this first envelope in an outer envelope, seal it, and mail it to the clerk of the court at the address in item 1 . 

(4) Mail a copy of your declaration to the attorney or party listed at the top of this form. 

4 IF YOU HAVE ANY QUESTIONS ABOUT THE TIME OR DATE YOU ARE TO APPEAR, OR IF YOU WANT TO BE CERTAIN 
THAT YOUR PRESENCE IS REQUIRED, CONTACT THE FOLLOWING PERSON BEFORE THE DATE ON WHICH YOU ARE 
TO APPEAR: 

a Name of subpoenaing party or attorney Paul A. Duffy b. Telephone number: 3 1 2-880-9 1 60 

5. Witness Fees: You are entitled to witness fees and mileage actually traveled both ways, as provided by law, if you request them 
at the time of service. You may request them before your scheduled appearance from the person named in item 4. 



DISOBEDIENCE OF THIS SUBPOENA MAY BE PUNISHED AS CONTEMPT BY THIS COURT. YOU WILL ALSO BE LIABLE 
FOR THE SUM OF FIVE HUNDRED DOLLARS AND ALL DAMAGES RESULTING FROM YOUR FAILURE TO OBEY. 



Date issued: 2/22/20 1 3 
Paul A. Duffy 




(TYPE OR PRINT NAME) (SIGNATURE OF PERSON iSSUIrjTSUBPOENA) 

Attorney for Plaintiff 



(Declaration in support of subpoena on reverse) {TITLE) pjge ^ 0( 3 



Form Adopts tor Mandatory use CIVIL SUBPOENA (DUCES TECUM) for Personal Appearance and Code of Cmt Procedure. 

J^SFJSSST&v Production of Documents, Electronically Stored Information, and Things at 

Trial or Hearing and DECLARATION 



SUBP-002 



. PLAINTIFF/PETITIONER: p ren da Uw, IflC 

defendant/respondent: Paul A. Godfread, Alan Cooper and Does 1-10 



CASE NUMBER 



13-L-75 



The production of the documents, electronically stored information, or other things sought by the subpoena on page one is supported 

by (check one): 



the attached affidavit or 



jTj the following declaration: 



DECLARATION IN SUPPORT OF CIVIL SUBPOENA (DUCES TECUM) FOR PERSONAL APPEARANCE AND 
PRODUCTION OF DOCUMENTS, ELECTRONICALLY STORED INFORMATION, AND THINGS AT TRIAL OR HEARING 

(Code Civ. Proc, §§ 1985,1987.5) 

1 I, the undersigned, declare I am the I I plaintiff I 1 defendant 1 I petitioner respondent 
I / I attorney for (specify): plaintiff I I other (specify): 

in the above-entitled action, 

2 The witness has possession or control of the documents, electronically stored information, or other things listed below, and shall 
produce them at the time and place specified in the Civil Subpoena for Personal Appearance and Production of Records at 
Trial or Hearing on page one of this form (specify the exact documents or other things to be produce; if electronically stored 
information is demanded, the form or forms in which each type of information is to be produced may be specified): 

All Internet Protocol addresses (including the date and time of that access in Universal Coordinated Time) 
that accessed the blogs located at dietrolldie.com and fightcopyrighttrolls.com between January 1, 201 1 
through the present. Please provide this information in an Excel spreadsheet. 



I I Continued on Attachment 2. 

3. Good cause exists for the production of the documents, electronically stored information, or other things described in paragraph 2 
for the following reasons: 

The requested documents are relevant to the claims of the Complaint, are necessary for identifying the 
defendants, and will likely lead to discoverable information. 



I 1 Continued on Attachment 3. 

4. The documents, electronically stored information, or other things described in paragraph 2 are material to the issues involved in this 
case for the following reasons: 

The requested documents are relevant to the claims of the Complaint, are necessary for identifying the 
defendants, and will likely lead to discoverable information. 



I I Continued on Attachment 4. 

I declare under penalty of perjury under the laws of the State of California that the foregoing is true and correct 

Date: 02/22/2013 



Paul A. Duffv 



► 



(TYPE OR PRINT NAME> (SIGNATURE OF | SUBPOENAING PARTY J\ / ATTORNEY FOR 

SUBPOENAING PARTY) 





Request for Accommodations 

Assistive listening systems, computer-assisted real-time captioning, or sign language interpreter services are available 
if you ask at least five days before the date on which you are to appear. Contact the clerk's office or go to 
www courts.ca.gov/forms for Request for Accommodations by Persons With Disabilities and Response (form MC-410) 
(Civil Code, § 54.8.) 
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(Proof of service on page 3) 
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PLAINTIFF /PETITIONER: p renda Law , nc 

defendant/respondent Paul A. Godfread, Alan Cooper and Does 



CASE NUMBER 

13-L-75 



PROOF OF SERVICE OF CIVIL SUBPOENA (DUCES TECUM) for Personal Appearance and Production of 
Documents, Electronically Stored Information, and Things at Trial or Hearing and DECLARATION 

1. I served this Civil Subpoena (Duces Tecum) for Personal Appearance and Production of Documents, Electronically Stored 
Information, and Things at Trial or Hearing and Declaration by personally delivering a copy to the person served as follows: 

a Person served (name): 

b. Address where served: 



c Date of delivery: 

d. Time of delivery: 

e. Witness fees (check one): 

(1) I I were offered or demanded 

and paid. Amount: j 

(2) I I were not demanded or paid. 

f Fee for service: S 



2. I received this subpoena for service on (date): 

3. Pe rson s erving: 

a. I I Not a registered California process server. 

b. I I California sheriff or marshal. 

c. I I Registered California process server 

d. I I Employee or independent contractor of a registered California process server. 

e. I I Exempt from registration under Business and Professions Code section 22350(b) 

f. I I Registered professional photocopier. 

g I I Exempt from registration under Business and Professions Code section 22451. 
h. Name, address, telephone number, and, if applicable, county of registration and number: 



I declare under penalty of perjury under the laws of the State of (For California sheriff or marshal use only) 

California that the foregoing is true and correct. I certify that the foregoing is true and correct, 



Date: 



Date: 



► ► 



(SIGNATURE) (SIGNATURE) 
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Production of Documents, Electronically Stored Information, and Things at 
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SHORT TITLE: 


CASE NUMBER. 




" List of Attorneys of Record and Parties Not Represented by Counsel 




13-L-75 



ATTACHMENT (Number): J 



(This Attachment may be used with any Judicial Council form) 

Paul Duffy 

Prenda Law Inc. 

161 N. Clark St. Ste. 3200 

Chicago, IL 60601 

(312)880-9160 

padu fry @ we fi gh tpiracy . com 



Kevin T. Hoerner 

Becker, Paulson, Hoerner & Thompson, P.C. 
5111 West Main St. 
Belleville, IL 62226 
(618) 235-0020 



Paul A. Godfread 
1077 Wakefield Ave 
St. Paul, MN 55106 
1-612-284-7325 

Alan Cooper 
2170HWY47N 
Isle, MN 56342 



(If the item that this Attachment concerns is made under penalty of penury, all statements in this 
Attachment are made under penalty of perjury.) 
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IN THE CIRCUIT COURT OF THE TWENTIETH JUDICIAL CIRCUIT 
ST. CLAIR COUNTY, ILLINOIS 
LAW DIVISION 



PRENDA LAW, INC. ) ^ < 

) No. 13-L- 7 ^ 

Plaintiff, ) 
v. ) 



) r FILED 

PAUL GODFREAD, ALAN COOPER ) ST. CLAIR COUNTY 

and JOHN DOES 1-10, ) 1 FEB 1 2 2013 

Defendants. ) 

) 

) 



COMPLAINT 

Plaintiff, Prenda Law, Inc., through its undersigned counsel, hereby files this Complaint 
requesting damages and other relief, and alleges as follows: 

NATURE OF THE ACTION 

1 . Plaintiff files this action seeking monetary damages, injunctive relief and other 
damages arising from the egregious Internet-based conduct of a number of individuals, whom 
Plaintiff knows only by the anonymous, salacious, false and libelous comments they have made, 
and continue to make, about it on the Internet. Shielded by unconventional pseudonyms, the two 
named Defendants and the Doe Defendants belong to a community of Internet "commentators," 
fearful of being identified, and have falsely accused Plaintiff of, among other things, criminal 
offenses; want of integrity in the discharge of employment; lack of ability in its profession; and 
the commission of fornication and adultery. 

2. The Defendants' defamatory statements are made under the most cowardly of 
circumstances: plastered over centralized Internet communities and available to anyone in the 
world with an Internet connection. The Defendants have libeled Plaintiff under the disguise of 
such childish and unsophisticated pseudonyms as "die troll die." Sheltered in a cloak of cowardly 
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pseudonyms, Defendants have continued unabated in their conduct, falsely accusing Plaintiff of 
many things with the stated intention of harming its business, harming its relationships with 
clients, and harming the public reputation of anyone performing work on behalf of Plaintiff. 

3. Defendants have published copious volumes of such false statements to many 
third parties, theoretically extending to every person on Earth through the Internet. Their false 
statements constitute libel per se, and are actionable without proof of special damages. Their 
conduct also makes them liable to Plaintiff on several theories of tort liability, including false 
lights and intentional interference with actual and prospective business relationships, as well as 
conspiracy to commit those torts. 

4. Plaintiff brings this action to force Defendants out of their hiding places, to 
expose the "writers" to the light of day, to enjoin their continued tortious conduct against 
Plaintiff and its agents, and to recover the substantial damages that they have caused Plaintiff. 

THE PARTIES 

5. Plaintiff is a corporation organized and existing under the laws of the State of 
Illinois, with its principal place of business located in Chicago, Illinois. Plaintiff in a short 
amount of time since its formation in 20 11 has become one of the largest and most successful 
copyright infringement firms in the Nation. 

6. Defendant Paul Godfread is an attorney who, upon information and belief, 
practices at 100 S. Fifth Street, Suite 1900, Minneapolis, Minnesota. Defendant Godfread is a 
major contributor and participant in the Internet community that is the primary source of the 
defamatory statements described herein. Defendant Godfread has made both written and oral 
statements to Plaintiff and its agents that are libelous and slanderous with respect to Plaintiff. 
Plaintiff has observed that those statements have appeared, or been incorporated, in comments on 
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the Internet sites referenced herein. Among other things, Defendant Godfread has falsely 
accused Plaintiff both verbally and in writing of committing crimes, fraud and other matters that, 
when he wrote and published them to third parties, constitute defamation per se. Upon 
information and belief, and based upon the fact that statements Godfread has made to Prenda 
have appeared in substantially the same form in Internet postings that are libelous to Plaintiff and 
referenced herein, Godfread is a participant in the community of anonymous Internet posters 
who have defamed and committed other tortious acts against Plaintiff. Furthermore, Godfread 
has made allegations in a complaint filed in the District Court for the Fourth Judicial District of 
Minnesota that are patently false. Yet, certain false and defamatory statements from that 
Complaint appeared on Internet sites referenced herein long before the Complaint was ever a 
matter of public record. As a consequence, and upon information and belief, Godfread published 
false and defamatory statements about Plaintiff to members of the community referenced herein, 
long before his Complaint was ever a matter of public record. As such, the statements, made 
outside of any valid legal proceeding, are not subject to immunity from liability that otherwise 
attaches to statements in Court documents. 

7. Defendant Alan Cooper is an individual residing in Mille Lacs County, 
Minnesota. Defendant Cooper is a client of Defendant Godfread. Godfread represented to 
Plaintiff that certain of the false and defamatory statements referenced in Paragraph 6 derived 
from information provided to him by Cooper. As such, Cooper's false statements, when 
published to third parties, constitute defamation per se. Upon information and belief, and based 
upon the fact that false statements about Prenda attributed to Cooper have appeared in 
substantially the same form in Internet postings that are libelous to Plaintiff and referenced 
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herein, Cooper is a participant in the community of anonymous Internet posters who have 
defamed and committed other tortious acts against Plaintiff 

8. Defendants Does 1 through 10 are individuals whose actual names are unknown 
to Plaintiff. Instead, they are known to Plaintiff only by the childish and unsophisticated — yet 
often exceedingly angry — pseudonyms they hide behind while falsely conversing in writing 
about Plaintiff and its agents on the Internet. 

9. Plaintiff has observed Defendants and others libeling it on the Internet. Several 
examples of the actionable conduct of Defendants are set forth below and in the attachments to 
this Complaint. Plaintiff intends to obtain Defendants' identities in discovery, at which time 
Plaintiff, if necessary, will seek leave of the Court to amend this Complaint to identify additional 
Defendants and additional claims. 

JURISDICTION AND VENUE 

10. Pursuant to 735 ILCS 5/2-209, this Court has personal jurisdiction over 
Defendants because, upon information and belief, Defendants either reside in, or committed 
unlawful acts in, St. Clair County, Illinois. 

11. Venue in this county is proper pursuant to 735 ILCS 5/2-101, because, upon 
information and belief, some or part of the transactions described herein occurred in this county 
and, upon information and belief, one or more of the Defendants reside in St. Clair County, 
Illinois. 

POTENTIAL OTHER DEFENDANTS 

12. Plaintiff may elect, after learning additional facts, to seek leave of the Court to 
amend this complaint to include other individuals as defendants in this action pursuant to 735 
ILCS 5/2-405. 
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BACKGROUND 

13. Prenda is a law corporation that pursues civil claims for computer-based offenses. 

It focuses largely on the pursuit of civil litigation against those who use computers to infringe 

upon others' copyrighted works for their own purposes, and who engage in contributory 

infringement by assisting others in infringing upon the same works. Prenda also represents 

clients who are victims of computer hacking. 

COPYRIGHT INFRINGEMENT CASES ARISING FROM 
USE OF THE BITTORRENT PROTOCOL 

14. The Internet has made nearly unlimited amounts of information and data readily 
available to anyone who wants to access it. Some of this information and data is private and 
available only to those who have lawful access to it. Owners attempt to protect this private 
content through the use of password authentication systems. Unfortunately, however, this does 
not ensure that content remains protected from unauthorized access. BitTorrent is a modern file 
sharing method ("protocol") used for distributing data via the Internet. 

15. Traditional file transfer protocols involve a central server, which distributes data 
directly to individual users. This method is prone to collapse when large numbers of users 
request data from the central server, in which case the server can become overburdened and the 
rate of data transmission can slow considerably or cease altogether. In addition, the reliability of 
access to the data stored on a server is largely dependent on the server's ability to continue 
functioning for prolonged periods of time under high resource demands. 

16. Standard P2P protocols involve a one-to-one transfer of whole files between a 
single uploader and single downloader. Although standard P2P protocols solve some of the 
issues associated with traditional file transfer protocols, these protocols still suffer from such 
issues as scalability. For example, when a popular file is released (e.g. an illegal copy of the 
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latest blockbuster movie) the initial source of the file performs a one-to-one whole file transfer to 
a third party, who then performs similar transfers. The one-to-one whole file transfer method can 
significantly delay the spread of a file across the world because the initial spread is so limited. 

17. In contrast, the BitTorrent protocol is a decentralized method of distributing data. 
Instead of relying on a central server to distribute data directly to individual users, the BitTorrent 
protocol allows individual users to distribute data among themselves. Further, the BitTorrent 
protocol involves breaking a single large file into many small pieces, which can be transferred 
much more quickly than a single large file and in turn redistributed much more quickly than a 
single large file. Moreover, each peer can download missing pieces of the file from multiple 
sources — often simultaneously — which causes transfers to be fast and reliable. After 
downloading a piece, a peer automatically becomes a source for the piece. This distribution 
method contrasts sharply with a one-to-one whole file transfer method. 

18. In BitTorrent vernacular, individual downloaders/distributors of a particular file 
are called peers. The group of peers involved in downloading/distributing a particular file is 
called a swarm. A server which stores a list of peers in a swarm is called a tracker. A computer 
program that implements the BitTorrent protocol is called a BitTorrent client. Each swarm is 
unique to a particular file. 

19. The degree of anonymity provided by the BitTorrent protocol is extremely low. 
Because the protocol is based on peers connecting to one another, a peer must broadcast 
identifying information (i.e. an IP address) before it can receive data. Nevertheless, the actual 
names of peers in a swarm are unknown, as the users are allowed to download and distribute 
under the cover of their IP addresses. 
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20. The BitTorrent protocol is an extremely popular method for transferring data. The 
size of swarms for popular files can reach into the tens of thousands of unique peers. A swarm 
will commonly have peers from many, if not every, state in the United States and several 
countries around the world. And every peer in the swarm participates in distributing the file to 
dozens, hundreds, or even thousands of other peers. 

21. The BitTorrent protocol is also an extremely popular method for unlawfully 
copying, reproducing, and distributing files in violation of the copyright laws of the United 
States. A broad range of copyrighted albums, audiovisual files, photographs, software, and other 
forms of media are available for illegal reproduction and distribution via the BitTorrent protocol. 

22. Efforts at combating BitTorrent-based copyright infringement have been stymied 
by BitTorrent's decentralized nature. Because there are no central servers to enjoin from 
unlawfully distributing copyrighted content, there is no primary target on which to focus anti- 
piracy efforts. Indeed, the same decentralization that makes the BitTorrent protocol an extremely 
robust and efficient means of transferring enormous quantities of data also acts to insulate it from 
anti-piracy measures. 

23. Plaintiff represents many clients throughout the country who have been victims of 
copyright infringement through the use of the BitTorrent protocol. Plaintiff has filed a large 
number of actions arising from copyright infringement on behalf of clients seeking monetary 
damages, injunctive relief and other damages arising from such wrongdoing. Because of the vast 
number of users who use BitTorrent protocol to infringe on a particular work, Plaintiff has 
represented clients in litigation against a large number of defendants whose names are unknown 
at the start of litigation. Plaintiff typically seeks the court presiding over the cases to allow the 
production of identifying information for the users, and, consistent with the strong judicial 
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preference for settling claims at every stage of the American judicial system, seeks to settle as 
many claims as it can as early as possible in litigation. 

24. The identification of BitTorrent users who commit copyright infringement, and 
the settlement of such claims, appears to have prompted the Defendants to make false and 
libelous statements against Plaintiff on the Internet. 

COMPUTER HACKING CASES 

25. Plaintiff has also represented many clients in pursuing civil claims against those 
who illegally access their computer systems. 

26. Hacking is the act of gaining access without legal authorization to a computer or 
computer system. This is normally done through the use of special computer programming 
software. This password cracking software repeatedly attempts to guess a password until the 
correct password is ascertained. The software can attempt a great number of passwords in a 
short period of time, sometimes even a million per second, making this type of software very 
efficient at obtaining a password. Individuals that utilize this type of software are called hackers. 
Hackers employ various other means to gain unauthorized access to data such as identifying 
exploitable flaws in database codes. 

27. Once a password is obtained, the hacker has unauthorized access to the protected 
content as long as the password remains valid. Sometimes a hacker will post the hacked 
password on a hacked password website, making it available to the members or visitors of that 
website. The hacker may even charge individuals for use of the hacked password and make a 
profit off of the loss and harm he or she has caused to the website owner or users. There are not 
necessarily any limits on how often or by how many people a password can be used, so a single 
hacked password can potentially allow unauthorized access to significant numbers of individuals. 
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28. Plaintiffs efforts to identify computer hackers who illegally access and remove 
property and/or information from its clients' websites, and the settlement of such claims, appears 
to have prompted the Defendants to make false and libelous statements against Plaintiff on the 
Internet. 

DEFENDANTS' LIBELOUS STATEMENTS 

29. Plaintiff has performed a limited review of the Internet communities run and 
operated by the Defendants. The number of such published comments in these communities is 
vast. Plaintiff in this section lists several of the more egregious comments made by the 
Defendants. 

30. Because the Defendants posted the comments referred to in this Complaint under 
pseudonyms, Plaintiff has no way of knowing without discovery the identity of the person who 
wrote and published specific comments. Furthermore, Plaintiff has no way of knowing if 
multiple individuals use the pseudonym to make comments; of if one writer uses multiple 
pseudonyms to libel Plaintiff. For those reasons, and because the pseudonyms Defendants used 
are uninformative, Plaintiff includes the following libelous statements that Plaintiff has observed 
on the Internet, along with a reference to attached screenshots of the statements, which in turn 
identify the pseudonym and when the comment was first put onto the Internet. (True and correct 
copies of the group screenshots that Plaintiff has gathered in preparing this Complaint are 
attached hereto at Exhibits "A" ("SI" references) and Exhibit "B" ("S2" references) and made 
a part hereof.) 

31. Each of the statements listed below was written, and published, less than one year 
from the date hereof. Plaintiff lists example comments in the remainder of this section; due to 
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the many grammatical, spelling, logical and other errors in the comments, Plaintiff includes 
corrections only where they serve to explain the meaning of certain comments. 

32. "[W]e all know Prenda's colorful history and hard for a legit attorney to 
immediately comprehend as it is initially hard to believe..." (Ex. 1). 

33. "Sorry, we are talking about Pretenda Law, this ship will sink on its own. They 
literally have to create there [sic] own client, computer monitoring service, and of recent steal 
Alan Coopers idenity to have a CEO of a offshore company. The judicial system loves this kind 
of stuff. I guess we just need to create a Pretenda Law care (history) package and send it to every 
case the file." (Ex.2). 

34. "Would be a great idea to make a comprehensive list of all scams and BS 
pretenda [sic, "Prenda"] has perpetrated and make it easy accessible for Does and lawyers so 
they have ammunition for these cases and can raise awareness to 
juridisdiction/courts/judges/attorney generals/and Doe lawyers who may be unfamiliar with 
prendas BS and dont have time or the means to educate themselves about the frauds." (Ex. 2). 

35. "Some ships are designed to sink... others require our assistance.'" (Ex. 3). 
[dietrolldie.com signature block for each and every post] 

36. "This section [of a Prenda court filing] is truly a masterpiece of equine excrement, 
which even a failing law school student would think twice before submitting for a grade. Take a 
read of this section and try not to choke on what Prenda" writes. (Ex. 4). 

37. Referring to Prenda Law; Troll Schulz - this isn't easy money and your reputation 
(if you have one) is going to be associated with aSShats and criminals." (Ex. 5). 

38. Screenshot parodying Simpsons chalkboard scene; Bart Simpson repeatedly 
writing "I will not file frivolous lawsuits " captioned "Prenda Ethics Training" (Ex. 6). 
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39. "Would be nice though if [an attorney performing work for Plaintiff] finally grew 
a brain and decided to cut his losses and quit the scam and dis-associate himself from Prenda. I 
am looking forward to the end of the month with news of victory for Abrahams." (Ex. 7). 

40. "Prenda was so stupid that they then filed a single-Doe case against Abrahams 
even with the registration problem. Due to the history of shameless fraud in this case, I'm hoping 
Yuen makes them pay for this one. They didn't have quite the registration problems with Wong 
v. HDP, so I believe there is more opportunity to turn the screws and maybe even go for 
sanctions, damages or class action with this one. I can envision a class-action suit with all 
defendants from HDP v. Does 1-1 18 as a class, since they were all victims of extortion attempts 
based on Prenda's fraudulent claims that the work was registered." (Ex. 8). 

41. "Prenda then doesn't have to prove that the John Doe or Mr, Hatfield infringed. It 
then becomes Mr. Hatfield's responsibility to do this and seek legal action against John Doe to 
make him pay his portion of the fine. Pretty slick idea isn't it - In a slimy bottom feeding lawyer 
way. Note: not all lawyers are like this, but if the shoe fits. .." (Ex. 9). 

42. "Funny how Prenda will not actually name its investigators and the company they 
employ. Well I will - Company: 6881 Forensics LLC. Investigator (term very loosely applied): 
Peter Hansmeier. This is nothing more than a Prenda cover for the Steele/Hansmeier operations 
that stinks of questionable personnel, untested "forensic" software, non-certified 
forensic/Investigative personnel, unethical behavior, and an incestuous relationships of all parties 
involved. "(Ex. 10). 

43. "Just more FUD from the great minds at Prenda. Keep it up boys, just more 
evidence to support the abuse of process and harassment claims." (Ex. 11). 
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44. "Wow.. This is exactly the same message I got today. I knew it was a robo call by 
the cheap ass voice. I guess these crooks have too much on their plate." (Ex. 12). 

45. "Not that Prenda really cares about possible defendant guilt or innocence. They 
only want to generate settlements and the possibility of innocent parties only messes up their 
business model. In their eyes } all the defendants are guilty." (Ex. 13). 

46. Prenda's "repulsive business model started the same way in the Federal system 
and now because of our actions, is moving on to new uncharted ground. I'm sure some of our 
friendly lawyers will enlighten us on the veiled "30 day" reference. That or the affected Does 
will find us via Google and the fun begins. You claims of great success in the courts is the usual 

Troll bravado. Yawn. We understand we will not be successful all the time, but we are one 

hell of a thom in your side. The thorn will fester and your operations will suffer for it." (Ex. 14). 

47. "It stills seems like [attorneys performing work for Prenda] and Prenda are 
saying "we promise to be trustworthy even though we have a long record of not being 
trustworthy". Why not treat wolves to free bottles of steak sauce to discourage their attacks?" 
(Ex. 15). 

48. "Well I got to give it to the sneaky minds at Prenda Law." (Ex. 1 6). 

49. Prenda's litigation "is a blatant abuse of the rule 45 (we'll hear about this 
particular sleaziness soon)." (Ex. 17). 

50. "[L]et's be clear about what Prenda was doing. They publicly accused Abrahams 
of being a criminal, while pressuring him to pay them to stop publicly accusing him of being a 
criminal. This is the definition of blackmail ..." (Ex. 18). 

51. "Prenda employs a brain-damaged attorney. Sooner or later John will have to 
pimp his blonde to cover his a$$!" (Ex. 19). 
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52. "Yet one more reason why these efforts at extortion will never see the inside of a 
courtroom." (Ex. 20). 

53. "Media Copyright Group, 6881 Forensics, etc.; this is the basis for what gets 
Prenda and the other Trolls their subpoenas granted. Destroy this and their operation takes a 
dive. Don't lose faith and keep telling the Trolls to bring it on. They don't want a full-out trial, 
only your money." (Ex. 21). 

54. "Prenda also apparently has decided to pack up and move the scam to the 
California Eastern District" (Ex. 22). 

55. "Dan Booth and Jason Sweet are currently involved in multiple battles with 
Prenda's local goon and swindler Daniel Ruggiero." (Ex. 23). 

56. "It is hardly a surprise to those who follow Prenda and other trolls: cockroaches 
tend to explore cracks in the floor (in this case, in the floor of the US judicial system)." (Ex. 24). 

57. "Many local counsels deceived by Prenda turned out to be ethical attorneys 
(George Banas, Jonathan Torres, Matthew Wasinger, Trina Morrison...) and would not even 
think about associating their names with Prenda scumbags if they knew how much their cores are 
rotten. Seeing that, I would not rush and blame an underemployed attorney: 1 hope he will smell 
the stink of decay that the criminal organization Prenda exudes and will resign from this case — 
the sooner the better. (Ex. 25). 

58. "It was obvious that a rash of CFAA cases filed in state courts by Prenda con 
artists — Guava v. Skylar Case (Cook county, IL), Guava v. Spencer Merkel (Hennepin county, 
MN), and Arte de Oaxaca v. Stacey Mullen (Cook county, IL) — were sham lawsuits that 
employed the same scheme." (Ex. 26). 
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59. "Prenda's fraudulent activity continues unabated: new harassing calls, ransom 
letters etc." (Ex. 27). 

60. Recently I heard too many reports that Steele Hansmeier / Prenda Law / Anti- 
Piracy Law Group has intensified its harassing calls. And the crook on the other end of the phone 
line is no one else but previously "retired" (or rather fired — after he foolishly disobeyed his 
master's order to move to Las Vegas) Mark Lutz. These calls are beyond fraud." (Ex. 27). 

61. "I assume they're calling everyone in their shakedown database and trying to get 
cash before they kill Prenda, leave the country, or go to jail. not sure which one will come first." 
(Ex. 28). 

62. "While "Prenda" was a rather neutral term (please don't start the "Pretenda" 
joke), ironically the criminal enterprise has managed to embed the deceit as a modus operandi in 
its very name: one simply cannot be anti- its own turf. It's like if a plumber would declare that he 
is anti-sewage. Or a lion would declare that he is anti-meat." (Ex. 29). 

63. "We all know how Prenda crooks have been doing a hard work of depriving 
people a say in the court, the very people they rape" (Ex. 30). 

64. "Is Prenda calling it quits or cooking a new fraud?" (Ex. 3 1 ). 

65. "I cannot read crooked minds, and undeniably, we don't have enough 
information to speculate about both why all these sudden dismissals are taking place, and why 
the most suspicious "plaintiffs" were spared at this time. I hope that Prenda's impudent 
fraudulent activities have finally caught attention of law enforcement, and the crooks are on the 
run." (Ex. 32). 

66. "Does 'under penalty of perjury' mean anything? Apparently not for Prenda and 
one of its plaintiffs." (Ex. 33). 
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67. [W]e consider your clients [i.e., Prenda] the worst representatives of our society 
and do everything in our ability to accelerate their downfall, this case will continue to gain 
publicity. I expect bigger media outlets (TechDirt, ArsTechnica, Wired) to spread the news 
pretty soon." (Ex. 34). 

68. (Fight Copyright Trolls email to Prenda's Florida attorneys for the sanction 
hearing attempting to threaten them to get off of the case) "His masters [i.e., Florida attorneys 
working on behalf of Prenda], criminal masterminds from now being abandoned ship Prenda, are 
not in much better situation." (Ex. 35). 

69. "[C]rooked bosses [i.e., Prenda] are in the process of pulling a machination — 
abandoning the old corporation (most likely, to avoid writing the annual report and to get rid of 
bad publicity) and creating another one — with the same people, same mailing address, same 
website and same goal — mass extortion." (Ex. 36). 

70. "SJD, since you have a habit of sending welcome letters to new local counsels, 
you must have many of them in your address book already. How about sending Prenda's a 
helpful note regarding their employer's current lack of good standing? Some of these guys may 
be naive, they may be stupid, a few may even be genuinely evil, but I'll be all of them are lawyer 
enough and have a strong enough sense of self-preservation to find the idea of "Personal 
Liability" utterly terrifying. You may have the means to trigger a collecting pants-soiling and 
send the rats over the sides of this sinking ship." (Ex. 37). 

71. "Why anyone wants to abandon the company that is not bankrupt, that has a nice 
positive settlement cash flow, not being sued etc.? Only crooks need machinations like this to 
operate." (Ex. 38). 
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72. "Too many of the marks were Googling "Prenda" and discovering what 
assclowns they are. Not good for business. Am I the only one wondering if they plan to keep on 
changing their skin every year, just as the annual report comes due?" (Ex. 39). 

73. It took only a year before the majority of judges in the country started recognizing 
the name "Prenda," frowning every time they hear it. What our fraudsters are supposed to do? 
Maybe simply changing the name will help?" (Ex. 40). 

74. "I bet you know an amateurish- loo king portal Wefightpiracy.com whose few 
goals are simpler than its design: to spread FUD, to justify criminal activity with the help of 
poorly-articulated ideas lifted from multiple copyright maximalists, and to facilitate defamation." 
(Ex. 40). 

75. "[Ojur bandits are now called "Anti-Piracy Law Group" in an attempt to squeeze 
a couple of more dimes from the judicial system bastardized by them." (Ex. 40). 

76. "I say we all chip in and order one of those "How to Survive in Prison" books for 
each Prenda attorney and have like a dozen sent to Duffy's office in Chicago because guaranteed 
all of those clowns in the office know about it too. Maybe order Duffy's wife a book about how 
to deal with her husband being in prison... "You and your spouse are now separated by 
plexiglass" hahaha." (Ex. 41). 

77. These [i,e.,Prenda attorneys] are the kind of people who would rob their families 
blind if it suited their ambitions. A few decades ago, Psychologist would be diagnosing these 
clowns as Criminal Psychopaths (now it's called Antisocial because the public had hurt feelers) 
... [T]his is the same psychosis that drives (drove) people like Bundy and Dahmer ... These men 
have ... the mentality of Ted Bundy..." (Ex.41). 
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78. "[W]e've destroyed the reputation of every single Prenda associated troll who 
stuck it out . . . For example, Google "Paul Lesko" and the second result that 1 get is a link to a 
story about Lesko and "Teen Anal Sluts" hahahaha." (Ex. 42). 

79. "And this is where blogs like this come in. When a law partner google a 
prospective new hire's name, and the first hit is an expose of that person on 
fightcopyrighttrolls.com describing how they shook down a poor, defenseless gramma for a few 
thousand dollars over an illegal download of "stop daddy, my ass is on fire" ... that may raise a 
few eyebrows lawyers will soon loathe to be associated with Prenda, ... Let's share a toast to 
seeing America's bigger n better version blow up even more dramatically, eh?" (Ex. 42). 

80. Prenda has a "history of fraud..." " (Ex. 43). 

81. "The thing to keep in mind is that no matter how vicious they get, they still have 
no teeth.. .When things get real, they're just a bunch of bumbling idiots playing a massive game 
of "Who's on first?"." (Ex. 44). 

82. "We won't hear about it until they make arrests but I'm pretty sure Prenda has 
been on the FBI's radar for quite some time." (Ex, 45). 

83. "Every time a new guy understood that the newly acquired stink he couldn't get 
rid of is exuded by Prenda Law, he ran away as quickly as possible. Even 75% contingency fee 
cannot persuade local lawyers to stain their future careers by associating themselves with a 
lawfirm that is actively investigated by the Florida Bar Association, and is expected to be 
investigated criminally in the nearest future." (Ex. 46). 

84. "Prenda engages in fraud upon the public and the judicial system, [and][ a careful 
reading of this transcript will put those doubts to rest, Prenda's past and current employees ... all 
misrepresent their capacity and involvement in this circus..." (Ex. 47). 
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85. A "cast of idiots ... run[s] Prenda Law." (Ex. 48). 

86. "I encourage you to read the comments to understand the unprecedented extent of 
Prenda's arrogance and bad faith."(Ex. 49). "Since I used words farce, fraud, frivolous 
describing much less brazen abuses of the court system by copyright trolls, 1 ran out of epithets. I 
cannot find proper words that describe this garbage. And it will get even worse: we will for sure 
witness more fraud if Prenda criminals are not deterred ASAP." (Ex. 50). 

87. "The reason ... Prenda "gang" ... have their law licenses is because the 1ARDC 
works at an INCREDIBLY SLOW pace." (Ex. 51). 

88. "Prenda's clowns are incompetent enough when calm and sober." (Ex. 52). 

89. Below is Raul's translation from Pinocchiolean: Full-Time Apprentice Copyright 
Troll (mill valley) Mill Valley Of Counsel to Copyright Troll Firm, Prenda Law, seeking full- 
time apprentice troll to help maintain the caseload provided by a nationally disdained Chicago- 
based copyright troll firm specializing in a barely legal extortion racket. Currently, this is a one- 
person scumbag operation, and will be looking for someone to work with that one person directly 
to accomplish the tasks presented. Very sleazy environment in the office but we keep lots of beer 
on hand to please our leader, Master Troll John Steele, in case he visits us from sunny Florida. A 
lot of opportunities to appear in State and Federal courts to receive lashing by judges, potential 
sanctions, and unanimous contempt by others in the legal profession. Necessary Qualifications: 
- No clear moral compass; - Ability to work independently on certain projects like harassing 
grandmothers, the blind, and the innocent; - Love of money above all else; - Good at not being 
good but being a little evil; - Must be proficient in Douchebaggery; - Creative in lying to others." 
(Ex. 53, 54). 
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90. "Being affiliated with Prenda will and likely is toxic to any attorney's reputation 
and, as in any profession, reputation is everything . . . Put "Prenda Law, LLC" on your resume 
and guaranteed, no one will hire you so the lawyers there better make as much as they can, as 
fast as they can because no semi -reputable law firm or even hick county public defender's office 
will wanna go near them afterward. Their reputation, tainted. Freshly-minted JDs associated with 
Prenda, wow, they're boned." (Ex. 55). 

91. "[I]if at this moment any of Prenda's criminals ... were nearby, I honestly don't 
know if I would be able to restrain myself ..". "The crooks must be stopped unless it is too late 
... Please don't be passive." (Ex. 56). 

92. Prenda is "about 1 step up from the people who send emails looking for help to 
move millions of dollars from other countries and just need your bank details or you to send 
some fee money to make it happen. They prey on people and are parasites, and we try to give 
people the best possible defense... information. If you know it is a scam, and they will say 
anything to make a buck their words are much less scary." (Ex. 57). 

93. "[A]t least few uneducated Does would contact Prenda for clarifications, and be 
conned as a result. As 1 repeatedly state, talking to a troll is a big no-no: you cannot outfox 
seasoned fraudsters." (Ex. 58). 

94. "Prenda's continuous disregard of ethics leads to a motion for sanctions." (Ex. 

59). 

95. "Prenda utilizes the entire database of addresses they were able to loot using 
unsuspecting courts as burglary tools . . . this is a deliberate fraud on the federal court." (Ex. 60). 

96. Reading this "journalism," you might mistake corrupt, state judge LeChien — 
who issues subpoenas for alleged crimes he cannot try — for Justice Brandeis." (Ex. 61). 
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97. "Prenda Law is an infamous clique of lawyers who file hundreds of mass 
extortion-like lawsuits against peer-to-peer users who allegedly share copyrighted pornography 
movies. This outfit has no desire to progress their cases to the actual litigation ...Prenda Law 
comprises some creative con artists and managed to deceive judges around the country for more 
than a year." (Ex. 62). 

98. "Shame on Judge LeChien for allowing this to happen and shame on Prenda for 

engaging in Grisham (the antagonists) like behavior ... "His Honor" may face some awkward 

questions sooner rather than later.." (Ex. 63). 

COUNT I - LIBEL PER SE 
(False Allegations of Criminal Offenses) 

99. The allegations contained in the preceding paragraphs are hereby re-alleged as if 
fully set forth herein. 

100. Defendants made the statements set forth in Paragraphs 29 through 98, as well as 
a vast number of similar statements, posted to the same and similar Internet sites. Those 
statements remained on those sites until at least shortly before the filing of this Complaint, and 
thus are still, as of the date hereof, being published without restriction to any person in the world 
with an Internet connection who visits those unrestricted sites. 

101. The statements set forth in Paragraphs 29 through 98 falsely allege that Prenda, 
and its agents, have committed criminal offenses. Among other things, and as set forth therein, 
one or more Defendant wrote, and published to third parties, statements that Prenda, and/or 
attorneys working for or on its behalf, were engaged in a "scam" and "criminality;" being 
"crooks;" engaging in "blackmail" and an "extortion scheme;" being "crooked;" engaging in 
"criminal acts;" and being "seasoned fraudsters." One such Defendant declared that Prenda' s 
attorneys were "like Dahmer and Bundy," two mass murders. 
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102. Defendants' false statements accusing Plaintiff of criminal offenses generally, and 
specific criminal offenses such as extortion, blackmail and fraud, are libelous per se. 

103. Defendants made those statements with either knowledge of their falsity, or in 
reckless disregard of the truth. Neither Plaintiff, nor any individual performing work for it, is a 
public figure. In many of those statements, however, Defendants admit that they were making 
false statements with actual malice, for the express purpose of damaging the business reputation 
of Prenda, its clients and attorneys performing work on its behalf. Among other things, one or 
more Defendant stated that his purpose in making defamatory statements was to assure that being 
associated with Prenda was toxic to any attorney's reputation. 

104. Defendants' false and defamatory statements that Plaintiff has committed criminal 

offenses has caused Plaintiff significant actual damages including, but not limited to, damaged 

reputation, loss of revenue, loss of prospective clients and other damages. 

COUNT II - LIBEL PER SE 
(False Allegations of Want of Integrity in Employment) 

105. The allegations contained in the preceding paragraphs are hereby re-alleged as if 
fully set forth herein, 

106. Defendants made the statements set forth in Paragraphs 29 through 98, as well as 
a vast number of similar statements, posted to the same and similar Internet sites. Those 
statements remained on those sites until at least shortly before the filing of this Complaint, and 
thus are still, as of the date hereof, being published without restriction to any person in the world 
with an Internet connection who visits those unrestricted sites, 

107. The statements set forth in Paragraphs 29 through 98 falsely allege that Prenda, 
and its agents, want of integrity in employment. Among other things, and as set forth therein, 
one or more Defendant wrote, and published to third parties, statements that Prenda, and/or 
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attorneys working for or on its behalf, were engaged in a "scam" and "criminality;" "evil;" that 
they are not "legitimate" attorneys; they are "crooked;" "incompetent;" that they "facilitate 
defamation;" are "goons" who are participating in "fraud on the court[s];" are "bottom feeding;" 
"crooks;" and that they "shook down a poor, defenseless gramma for a few thousand dollars over 
an illegal download of 'stop daddy, my ass is on fire'" 

1 08. Defendants' false statements accusing Plaintiff of want of integrity in 
employment as attorneys are libelous per se. 

109. Defendants made those statements with either knowledge of their falsity, or in 
reckless disregard of the truth. Neither Plaintiff, nor any individual performing work for it, is a 
public figure. In many of those statements, however, Defendants admit that they were making 
false statements with actual malice, for the express purpose of damaging the business reputation 
of Prenda, its clients and attorneys performing work on its behalf. Among other things, one or 
more Defendant stated that his purpose in making defamatory statements was to assure that being 
associated with Prenda was toxic to any attorney's reputation. 

110. Defendants' false and defamatory statements that Plaintiff has committed criminal 

offenses has caused Plaintiff significant actual damages including, but not limited to, damaged 

reputation, loss of revenue, loss of prospective clients and other damages. 

COUNT III - LIBEL PER SE 
(False Allegations Imputing Lack of Ability in Plaintiffs Profession) 

111. The allegations contained in the preceding paragraphs are hereby re-alleged as if 
fully set forth herein. 

112. Defendants made the statements set forth in Paragraphs 29 through 98, as well as 
a vast number of similar statements, posted to the same and similar Internet sites. Those 
statements remained on those sites until at least shortly before the filing of this Complaint, and 
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thus are still, as of the date hereof, being published without restriction to any person in the world 
with an Internet connection who visits those unrestricted sites. 

1 13. Many of the statements set forth in Paragraphs 29 through 98 falsely allege that 
Prenda, and its agents, lack professional ability. Among other things, and as set forth therein, 
one or more Defendant wrote, and published to third parties, statements that Prenda, and/or 
attorneys working for or on its behalf, are "incompetent;" "naive;" "stupid;" "evil;" "criminals" 
"crooks" and "seasoned fraudsters." 

1 14. Defendants' false statements that Plaintiff and its agents lack ability as attorneys, 
their profession, are libelous per se. 

115. Defendants made those statements with either knowledge of their falsity, or in 
reckless disregard of the truth. Neither Plaintiff, nor any individual performing work for it, is a 
public figure. In many of those statements, however, Defendants admit that they were making 
false statements with actual malice, for the express purpose of damaging the business reputation 
of Prenda, its clients and attorneys performing work on its behalf. Among other things, one or 
more Defendant stated that his purpose in making defamatory statements was to assure that being 
associated with Prenda was toxic to any attorney's reputation. 

116. Defendants' false and defamatory statements that Plaintiff wants of ability in its 

profession has caused Plaintiff significant actual damages including, but not limited to, damaged 

reputation, loss of revenue, loss of prospective clients and other damages. 

COUNT IV - LIBEL PER SE 
(False Allegations of Plaintiffs Agents of Fornication and Adultery) 

1 17. The allegations contained in the preceding paragraphs are hereby re-alleged as if 
fully set forth herein. 



23 



1 18. Defendants made the statements set forth in Paragraphs 29 through 98, as well as 
a vast number of similar statements, posted to the same and similar Internet sites. Those 
statements remained on those sites until at least shortly before the filing of this Complaint, and 
thus are still, as of the date hereof, being published without restriction to any person in the world 
with an Internet connection who visits those unrestricted sites. 

119. Certain statements set forth in Paragraphs 29 through 98 falsely allege that 
Prenda's agents committed fornication and adultery. Among other things, Defendants have 
accused Plaintiffs agents of "incest," being "cornholers" and promoting prostitution 

120. Defendants' false statements as to fornication and adultery are libelous per se. 

121. Defendants made those statements with either knowledge of their falsity, or in 
reckless disregard of the truth. Neither Plaintiff, nor any individual performing work for it, is a 
public figure. In many of those statements, however, Defendants admit that they were making 
false statements with actual malice, for the express purpose of damaging the business reputation 
of Prenda, its clients and attorneys performing work on its behalf. Among other things, one or 
more Defendant stated that his purpose in making defamatory statements was to assure that being 
associated with Prenda was toxic to any attorney's reputation. 

122. Defendants' false and defamatory statements that Plaintiff wants of ability in its 
profession has caused Plaintiff significant actual damages including, but not limited to, damaged 
reputation, loss of revenue, loss of prospective clients and other damages. 

COUNT V - FALSE LIGHTS 

123. The allegations contained in the preceding paragraphs are hereby re-alleged as if 
fully set forth herein. 
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124. Each of the Defendant's statements has placed Plaintiff in a false lights before the 
public. In addition to those set forth in the preceding Counts of this Complaint, Defendants have 
published statements that Prenda's agents have "psychosis like Dahmer and Bundy," two 
convicted mass murderers; engage in "mass extortion;" and will soon be jailed. One Defendant 
bragged that, due to his efforts, a google search of an attorney formerly associated with Prenda 
would produce, as the second result, the attorney's name with "a link to a story about [the 
attorney] and 'Teen Anal Sluts' hahahaha." 

125. The false lights, as alleged above, were of such a nature as to be highly offensive 
to a reasonable person. 

126. Defendants' false and defamatory statements have caused Plaintiff significant 
actual damages including, but not limited to, damaged reputation, loss of revenue, loss of 
prospective clients and other damages. 

COUNT VI - TORTIOIUS INTERFERENCE WITH 
CONTRACTUAL RELATIONSHIPS 

127. The allegations contained in the preceding paragraphs are hereby re-alleged as if 
fully set forth herein. 

128. At all times relevant hereto, Plaintiff was a party to valid and enforceable 
contracts with third parties. Those third parties included clients that retained Plaintiff to 
represent them in court, and attorneys who performed work as agent or of counsel to Plaintiff. 

129. Some or all Defendants admitted, in published statements referenced above and in 
other statements, that they were aware that Plaintiff had such business relationships with its 
clients and attorneys performing work on its behalf. 
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130. Defendants intentionally engaged in the unjustified inducement of a breach, by 
making false and defamatory statements about Plaintiff. Several Defendants expressly admitted 
that they published such statements to alienate Plaintiff from its clients and attorneys. 

131. Defendants 1 wrongful conduct caused subsequent breaches of parties to which 
Plaintiff was a party by third parties. Among other things, Prenda lost both clients and attorneys 
as a consequence of certain defamatory statements that Defendants published, and by other 
conduct by Defendants. 

132. Defendants' false accusations has caused Plaintiff significant actual damages 
including, but not limited to, damaged reputation, loss of revenue, loss of prospective clients and 
other damages. 

COUNT VII - TORTIOIUS INTERFERENCE WITH 
A PROSPECTIVE BUSINESS RELATIONSHIP 

133. The allegations contained in the preceding paragraphs are hereby re-alleged as if 
fully set forth herein. 

134. The allegations contained in the preceding paragraphs are hereby re-alleged as if 
fully set forth herein. 

135. At all times relevant hereto, Plaintiff had a reasonable expectation of entering into 
valid business relationships with third parties, including prospective clients and attorneys whom 
Plaintiff may have retained or contracted with to representation of its clients. 

136. Some or all Defendants admitted, in published statements referenced above and 
in other statements, that they were aware that Plaintiff had a reasonable expectation of entering 
into valid business relationships with prospective clients and attorneys who may work on its 
behalf. 
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137. Plaintiff was a party to valid and enforceable contracts with third parties. Those 
third parties included clients that retained Plaintiff to represent them in court, and attorneys who 
performed work as agent or of counsel to Plaintiff, 

138. Some or all Defendants admitted, in published statements referenced above and in 
other statements, that they were aware that Plaintiff had such business relationships with its 
clients and attorneys performing work on its behalf. 

139. Defendants intentionally engaged in the unjustified interference that prevented 
Plaintiffs legitimate expectancy from ripening into valid business relationships. 

140. Defendants' false and defamatory statements have caused Plaintiff significant 
actual damages including, but not limited to, damaged reputation, loss of revenue, loss of 
prospective clients and other damages. 

COUNT VIII - CIVIL CONSPIRACY 

141. Plaintiff hereby incorporates by reference each and every allegation contained in 
the preceding paragraphs as if set forth fully herein. 

142. The Defendants collaborated with one another by planning, coordinating and 
assisting one another in preparing the defamatory statements that were disseminated to third- 
parties via the Internet "communities" referenced above. Each Defendant engaged in a concerted 
action with other Defendants and yet unnamed individuals to defame and commit other tortious 
conduct against Plaintiff 

143. Each Defendant who posted false and defamatory comments in connection with 
this "community" thus conspired with other Defendants to commit defamation and other tortious 
actions against Plaintiff. 



27 



144. In furtherance of this civil conspiracy, Defendants and others committed overt 
tortious and unlawful acts by making and publishing to third parties false and defamatory 
statements about Plaintiff, and each was a willful participant in this joint activity, 

145. As a proximate result of this conspiracy, Plaintiff has been damaged, as is more 
fully alleged above. 

PRAYER FOR RELIEF 
WHEREFORE, Plaintiff respectfully requests Judgment and relief as follows: 

1) Judgment against Defendant that they have committed the torts set forth in each 
of Count I through Count VIII hereof; 

2) Judgment in favor of the Plaintiff and against the Defendants for damages in 
excess of $ 1 00,000 against each Defendant to be ascertained at trial; 

3) Judgment in favor of Plaintiff against the Defendants awarding the Plaintiff 
attorneys' fees, litigation expenses (including fees and costs of expert witnesses), and other costs 
of this action; and 

4) Judgment in favor of the Plaintiff against the Defendants, awarding Plaintiff 
declaratory and injunctive or other equitable relief as may be just and warranted under the 
circumstances. 
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oonferonct* lo be- hi-ii! in the four! 011 4 Mar t;j,»t C301'M. The purpose of the 
tuiiFi'i'eiii'o is "to discuss the st« tils of this early dhii'ovt'ry."'5i 

Thb sows to b(.' fun So watdi. ;ts the cossrt made if dear thai faihare '■•> nbkk by these 
ordi?i> will result in Siinrlioiis. 

DTD r © "Some ji/ii/i.* arc iksitjtwd w /ink— other* mf'Sirc ««r iss^isfcmee." 



Life sometimes got* so busy that yon have to put cvi'hiin fp_sk.s cm hold vehiie y»ii "put out 
the fijvs" that come with everyone's liti'. ! piannms to writ«? a dedaration lor this. 

reading the mindies* ramble Pmitia Troll Brott Gibtxs niaisc regarding 
ilUpi/j.iVWKfigiiiOPpj^sssitriviii.ra^ ""'1 myself while &'ei;i:ig w.ijc'kms a^ahiS" Dta- 
Defender Mwgim I'iHz. ^k;!...5iL0^\.JS^>3: 1 ^3(C..\) 



Recent Common!* 



Seiecl Calegory 



Archives 
Select Month 



Ex.4 




N \ I III 1 



Rocen! Comments 








PL '1 'i ( T'ji»!«i ii 

,,|,! 



Categories 
Archives 

!ii POSIS - 

(iiifi^is; Evoisrwa of 
iri. t'sit it 
' l ui'^iifj: E'.^iiiii^i;'^ 

m ph; 1 

-JKlflBiJljU,!!!*!^!-; 
r»!iE»5!.V.Hil 

itnu-rebiiit'. 
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Ex.5 




Ex.6 




So on 6 Nov 12. Judge Edward Davila. ordered the case to W closed. Prenda coiiWn ! find 
[heir Pfiafflom Oite - no surprise. 

Well Sf won was clready free mid clear 
of any claims of copyright intringemeiii 
for this allegation - judged on its merits. 
Tfcfe dismissal of the Phantom Dm and 
denial to amend the eomphaif just puts 
the final tiail in she coffin. K also means 
Ifial Mr Ranaiio likely fife a motion lor 
PkisrOiSf to pay costs and reasonable 
attorneys fees Having Rssdismtssai order 
Showing apparent 'Bad FatJh' fiom 
Plaint! a'prwda as an attachment So the 
motiori is going to be svjeet. i ■.vouSd also guess that Rattato 'and other attorneys! vwS use the 
Piefida 'jVeb Site as proof thetr cfiervts wise being <>;;f;s;;:i:ij (Ml atter cases have 
c*en dismissed t»o nines [adjudicated mi the menls; Here are some recent screen shots 
stwi&sivj Boison (slang sis/t Haifia® & Tnnn) on the Prenda Web site - wtscti cails Riese 
insSvidijais "ininnge(s>ri ackers. 1 Way to go Ouffy! 

Dii-TroiiDie 3£ 




£3 Comments - 

Flgntco py rlgltnrolti.c om 

Ift&tsgj: ETsietfea if Pr* nis I 
rrii.d. rsrt HfcyJTKariis 

Bsiiis'gf: £-;5lu;iin aTnssis'i 
Fraiii. ?sr : !i *y AB?s; mobs 

TnvzA. Pf « by AEirsysnrus 

■rani. PiriliisvKax:; 
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Ex.7 

X J{ Irt* CAM f A tk« "Oi. k . 
O ' iiayiw iVt- wis; get ;i dMEfesEKs ;bs «0* •zstestS eS a draw. 



•5 



IrrJtnted Trull Hater . 



VU£\' SMASH GlSBS»!:i»: (HuBt vssscs 

SK-veii Vaejs seems Job? Fn-nds's fcryiiiotst.!. ! hav? sifriir.g th.it iisis;.* 
she evijntaal 3=*S5 xx; phase Gibbs,. L«.s Sis 'rf3 have anofer eficasuitsr with Y;;sn. 
ViVjsisI borate tisoagh if Gis'bs fatsE;' gw-/ a fcraii; ssa feskis toesit his kisftts. arei 
quit the sew; sr^! sis- as*i=da?<* hijisssai): irons Preritts. ? foe.-fcing forward ss the 
ofsiie liWBib with ofvkt&ry far Abrahams. 



Cue* l Rii/c: 



Wasn't Mjjsi iifsia ago tb.?.E SemIs was here, Mssgir^ atsaui h;;v,- he 
believed Vtwa vss iosircg'? S«-i*itt 'ass, m> tnuth sjjg *n his stse-f. ye\t .rouxi fry 



that aiiouvmoui reward .'Mu 
.-..-.„.. 



Ex. 8 

.'! • s3 3! Sal I? UrisSj .. Wi >v « \ 

j Anonymous s«»! h v 



W BTO aiU:<S(fs to it in his rosnmeiS abem "now Presida rat; osily hop*! far irtail 

damage?, but tsr these onibsg hie :» ihs jisny si is aV.vays worth repeating that 
the cast- that pw'Aai :&s. H.;ri Drive Pr&distiatij;, ir:c, ■-. Dws wss for a 

' v.-ovii that was sot registered '-ritii t;w: Copyright Ot'fee ths fi.'M sh* a'sleged 

™ liifrirsgemMiSs asxurred. Insriai-mwii dates were m Jtsrth 20: i. Elw; vreri; *.-.-;« roe 

^* thai a regi-stratson was r»«;<Ksg ws* 2 & ana sheir renxsesifer itatutory datftases 

gjj Prends ivas 50 jrupia shest tbsy fifed a iiagle-iiae case agaaiss Aljrahsnis even 

t with i'ne riei=itrai»!i p:i)b!s;i!. tij r&j hiit^r.' sa'=haf!wi«ss fr«ud ;n fhis 

!'rii hiipinj Vissn makes f ham psy for safe ore?- Th«y liidr.'- hav* t;uii:> tiw 
regiit:-=;w:: probisssis '.vish V,Vj.ig v. HDP, =--> I beBcve thfre is more sppssmssity to 

(turn the scr-jv.-j maybs ;(0 :er pasrtK-n*. djjsssgss iir c ics:t action with this 
istts. i can envisi-;!!! a (:ia*s-ji«s:is»ss:i! walsal; <kfsadsiSi fvons f!DP v. Dwi. :-nS 
[ J si adass, sinsi? ihtty aiS vicssrs af ^wrtKiaatteiTijS! bisaffiS oh Pcesnia's 

frsHduSss" r'ai;ns shar the vrork was reasjierffd. 
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Ex.9 

aruunu Ute uhiiluii tb^ue ui ptuvmy LUfjyityril uunngemcm uy lor suum-huhi. rieuud Kiiuwb a 
good percentage of the ISP subscribers they target are not the actual infringers. It could be 
another member of the residence, neighbor, guest, or an unauthorized user of the Internet 
connection. They do not know and really don't want to spend the time and money to try to find 
out, Remember this is a business mode! - making money is the goaf. Doing an investigation is 
costly and eats away at the profits, The way they do this is by claiming that an 'Unknown" person 
(John Doe) was the actual infringer and that the named person {Defendant Hatfield here} was 
negligent in allowing John Doe to use his Internet connection. By combining these two under the 
"jplryt 5Mi,?i,Se.vsr,3ijy" liable claim, they can go after Mr. Hatfield for negligence; if successful, he 
will get stuck with the copyright infringement portion. Prenda then doesn't have to prove that 
the John Doe or Mr. Hatfield infringed, it then becomes Mr. Hatfield's responsibility to do this 
and seek legal action against John Doe to make him pay his portion of the fine. Pretty slick idea 
isn't it -in a slimy bottom feeding lawyer way. Note; not all lawyers are like this, but if the shoe 
fits... 



\l"mnU'i<'. line sfii. A! 
LLC. v.,}iilsi! Du'ik'i. 
.;:l2-<>-- QxO.K-iCA) 

Recent Comments 



Analysis 

Prenda addresses the topics of Preemption, Statutory Immunity, and Duty regarding the 




Ex. 1 

stmplij snapshot observations oj irhen the IF address was observed w ihe 
BitTorrent swarm; the conduct took itself place before and after these dates 
and finies. (Section 27./ 

Funny how Prenda will not actually name Us investigators and the company they employ. 
Well I will ■ Company: 08S1 Porensies LLC. Investigator (term very loosely applied): 
Peter Hansmeier. This is nothing more than a Prenda cover for the Steele/Hansmeier 
operations that stinks of questionable personnel, untested "forensic" software, non- 
certified forensic; Investigative personnel, unethtt?al behavior, and an incestuous 
relationships of all parties involved. 

As I previous staled. Prenda is trying this negligence move to avoid having to show the 
court the details of their operation and actually prove that .Mr. Hatfield was the infringer. 
You will hear this time and again: Il)£j)iMieJ£M^ 

hyjjssjf. If they can get the negligence claim to stand, Mr. Hatfield would become jointly 
and severally liable for the entire iud<imeuS. This means if the court makes a judgment for 
the Plamtitf Jor (statutory damages, leual tees, experts, etc. I. all the parties 

i Phantom Doe and Mr. Hatfield) are liable So Davit. As no one knows who this Phantom .." 
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Ex. 11 



Prenda Robo-CaI!s = Stupidity Gone Automatic 



Follow DieTroltDie via Et 



Many Does have been reporting thai the normal Prenda-LuU harassment telephone calls 
have been replaced with mi automatic eall-i messaging system. 



One Doc was kind enough to provide a transcript of the stupidity. I assume they probably 
have a Tew different versions of messages to be applied to different groups of Does. This 
message was for a Doe that refused to settle and gave Prenda the .Rk'jK^df.ryo.r 
Response. Tell me Prenda, how many people have been giving you She RPR lately? The 
ease this Doe is under was initially filed in July 201J. and was voluntarily dismissed in 
2012. So it looks like Prenda is going after Does when there is 110 active ease against 
them. .Just more FUD from the great minds at Prenda. Keep it ttp boys, jus!' mare 
evidence to support the abuse of process and harassment claims. 



DieTroilDie RSS 

m kss - :wb 

© ESS - OfUiiii'.T:!? 

Recent Posts 




Ex. 12 



When scary tetters taii to do the trick, have our rolxitie voice put the fear of you 
into them... 

Maybe they should have spent the extra $5 and gotten a better voice. 

Of course calling people from eases dismissed with prejudice might be a stupid 

tiling to do, but 1 expect no less from our friends at. Pretenda Law..,, 



f l" lMtl'.NUAsaf/s. 



Wow., This is exactly the same message I got today, f knew it was a robo call by the 
cheap ass voice. 1 guess these crooks have too much on their plate. 



sfiphisiieuirdjaiiedoo says: 
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Ex. 13 



"Pj«"4b s&pi^ i^^;^vi■; 



•mimi rumieiu wiiw tat,'*.-;* a m^uueties; eiiaiae. 



Gibbs does have a nice little caveat, in the complaint that states ii is possible Hatfield is 
also the John Doe and they receive the right to amend the complaint as needed. I guess 
tin's is the!!' way of trying to avoid a counterclaim of harassment by Mr, Hatfield for trying 
to settle a copyright infringement claim. 1 don't see the point, as they are still trying to 
scare and harass defendants into paying a settlement. I think Prenda believes they can tell 
the judge with a straight face that "they don't think Mr. Hatfield is she infringer.'' but ii is 
a possibility, and even if he isn't, Ins negligence at a minimum allowed it: to happen. Not 
that Prenda really cares about possible defendant guilt or innocence. They only wani to 
generate settlements and the possibility of innocent parties only messes up their business 
model. In their eyes, all the defendants are guilty. 

Summons 



Categories 
Select Category 

Archives 
Select Month 



On 3 May 12. Prenda actually had the court issue a summons for Mr. Hatfield. Seeing that 
entiy was a bit of a shock. OK John, it appears you have started to try to serve some of the 
Pih.s \s 01 ihis postiii", ! didn t t - a letuiu ni mivill in PA(T.K m >uv .» _ i"^ \ 



£3 Posts - 

Fig h t copy rig httrolls. con 

* LiveW'trc Holdings; Evoiuti 



Ex. 14 

ts a bit ddterent from John and von don t appear to he on a drunken 
rant. But yon did use "Your" when you should have used "You're" in a 
sentence. Grammar is not the point here, so i digress. 



Yes, hiding the Prenda/Sieeie activity makes ii a bit harder for all of us, 
but it still reaches the light of day eventually. This repulsive business 
model started the same way in the Federal system and now because of 
our actions, is moving on to new uncharted ground. I'm sure some of 
our friendly lawyers will enlighten us 011 [he veiled "30 day" reference- 
That or Hie affected Does will find us via Google and the fun begins. 
You claims of great success in the courts is the usual Troll bravado. 

Yawn We understand we will not be successful all the time, but we 

are one hell of a thorn in your side. The thorn will fester and your 
operations will suffer for it. 

Did you get a chance to read the EDMY order yet? Just in case you 
missed it. 

h In 1 lou i t.ij 1 1 u> '1 u • " 'i< 11,- \i e a t n* 1 VI ' 11 , 1 i, 1 " u - in ! \ 1 |j f „ 
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Ex. 15 



Excuse tin 1 cross post from SJD's site. 

The Revolution vs. Aspex ease that the siain-fiii Steele logic 
depends on does not seem entirely comparable. 
Gibbs /Steele/ Prenda may be hoping for more FUD & hiding weak 
reasons since the related eases .ire complicated to review. 

It sf ills seems like Gibbs, "Steve" John Steele and Prenda are 
saymg "we promise to be trustworthy even though we have a long 
record of not being trustworthy". Why not treat wolves to free 
bottles of steak sauce to discourage their attacks ? 



Anonymous says: 



Ex. 16 



Sneaky Troll Attempts a Flanking Move and is DENIED, In the 
Matter of a Petition By INGENUITY 13 LLC, case 2:11-mc-00084 
(Troll Gibbs) 

Weil I sot to give it to the sneaky minds at Prenda law. As yon may have notice the case 
title m tins posi is missing the "v. Does i-XX" or "swarm associated with hash ™ 
XXXXXXXXXXXXXXX." That isn't an error or omission on my part . i didn't hear of this 
one until a recent Tweet alerted me to what was attempted by Brett Gibbs in the Eastern 
District of California. In the Mutter of a Petition By INGENUITY 13 LLC, case 2;ii~mv- 
00084. 



To keep this ship afloat and 

viable with the constant 
.■,it..,.i-,- r..,..-M ..n ,.;.w 




Follow DieTroitDie via El 



Follow 
DieTrotiDte RSS 

Recent Posts 
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Ex. 17 



'■ liifit-'oiiiSie.i'WR 



.? so.plM^ticaUuijiHHvIop says; 



Good news. Judge defies. iroH';> motion 0»\immsideraUon.. I ihink it was a bod 
idea for Gihbs to claim thai judge had exceeded the Magistrate Judge's statutory 
authority, especially with first-rate opposing attorneys. What an arrogant prick,., 

hi addition, judge adds to the case law thai a person whose information is being 
sought does have a standing: Prenda recently pushes the opposite idea, they even 
specifically and deliberately seek discovery orders not from the court where a case 
is pending, but from a different court -■ to argue the lack of a fighting Doe's 
standing, which is a blatant abuse of the rule 43 (well hear about this particular 
sleazhiess soon). 



C ; ; dieifoiicsif 



Ex. 18 



I agree many "defamation" suits these days are garbage (like a 
celebrity or politician suing a satirist because they don't like a 
parody). But let's be clear about what Prenda was doing. 

They publicly accused Abrahams of being a criminal while 
pressuring him to pay them to stop publicly accusing him of being 
a criminal. This is the definition of blackmail and Preuda's profit 
motive makes it absolutely inexcusable; I hope Yuen hears from 
every person named as one of Prenda \s Top Pirates and each and 
even* one of them sues Prenda for all they are worth (which we 
now know is up la $5,3 million). Think about that, there were at 
least 25 Top Pirates, arid now every one of them is another 
potential lawsuit against these chumps. 

This is what libel and defamation laws are for, not for threatening 
someone who disagrees with you. 
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Ex. 19 

S Juasji frlitti ! s ■.ijJCCWi "'.i: s . S!4:f.r.,-. i, gjftdSi! i ;'f (. » sfi^'sJ Js.-i-i-.V'iaif'.s-.i.' s g$!~exC=^r.:,C:itt«.i,*i 

to do is, [ would pay the $350.00 filing fee. 

Just a thought... and I'm serous about paying the $350.00 filing fee 



Hansmeiei'says. 



RE; Ciibbs' (Mis)advenlures 

That's what happens when Prenda employs a brain-damaged attorney # 
Sooner or Utter John will have to pimp his blonde In cover his a$S! 



anonymous says; 



She has had the suraeiv for it. thal's for sure. 



Ex. 20 



ski'unballsdys; 

Vet one more reason why these efforts ai extortion will never see the inside of a 
courtroom. Legitimate Ibrensics firms with real expertise build their reputations 
carefully, Tiie.se hacks, and the others like them, do not ever want to be forced to 
defend their assertions in a public forum. 



Iiing says: 

this is a good find, it will in fact cause ihem a major headache in any actual 
litigation. 
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Ex.21 



DTD Torpedo Hits Prenda Case 1:1 1-CV-09064, Pacific Century 
International LTD., v. Does 1-31, Troll Paul Duffy 

Update - II, Judge Strike DTD Torpedo. Tm^l&JSlrik<yj 



Follow DieTrollDie via EC 

ihU. :i=,',; issjii i '.■i't'Kv ;jo!s!V-^;> 
.'kjs.'i j,;fi=j;inrr fiiik-'V.'i":. 



Wei! I can honestly say I'm a Utile upset with this, but HfV and the war goes on. The only 
person who seems io he happy is John Steele. As it stayed up for a while on PACER and I 
have it on SCRIBD, the information will not die. There was no information as to the 
reason why it way stricken, but as the 11. court bus- favored the Trolls, it doesn't surprise? 
me. My other torpedo should have reached the DC court and Prenda by now. As it is in 
the DC courts. ! can only hope the judge is hit more friendly than the ILone. As it takes a 
strike at 6881 Fore.nsics LLC. 1 can see what go! John's panties in a bunch. Media 
Copyright Group, 6881 Forensics, etc.; this is the basis for what gets Prenda and the other 
Trolls their subpoenas granted. Destroy this and their operation takes a dive. Don"! lose 
faith and keep telling the Trolls to bring it on. They don't want a full-out trial, only your 
monev. 



Fellow 

DieTrollDie RSS 

O RSS - Vwfl? 

@ RSS rwr.sisi'ss;.-- 

Recent Posts 



Ex. 22 








lisaiU'tX v. Dc 



Prensta nhn sppsrc-Hliy hss AtKkM to pad; up nivi nsovo the ?«un to the 
Califwniri Kes'L'nt Disinf! -.vheu- ht- recently filori a r^'.v b^eb eii'ma.w 
fee suits. HiigbslyoiiiVrent iWiLisiis, they arpmkd S'ksintiiTv. Unkii&wtt 
and the tQmpw'.x* have t.mc Doe intd lh<> rwusijiing IPs are "Co- 
s-ony^-fttcsfs" bit', it kmk-; like i-s^-ntially Shu $mn- timinte aifbotigb 
IANAL I ihiiik thoy ik*iz)W aw just trviisgin avaki tiling more caws with 
titles like "X v. Dews 1-130" bocatLse the s«c« hss: bct'oiiR' so 
rpi cisisif-ab'if to she eourii nivii tv-caii*" Are keqjisig au eye 1 on them. 
Same- way Sie-ok* 1 Hnnwnt'ier changed Mines to EVerKisancSiw-'frv.-psst 
to ground and n-.iuk- Duffy the from ui;tn. 1 ihinktbi'v actually {mjik siiis 
suiiTwiH tool ppoplf 3iis p'.i! us off their scent. 

Al'ifi isHcrf'Sfirig to not* 1 that in th 1 ,* ctitv. goifig so far as to .leposf? 
;l:t' Do<? was a Marti."*'' movt;. i saspet'f rhcy wjuiii hiive prefern-d to slasl 
mere-, iitsyb* ki'oo ".vorking on she Doo with m.'.-rs- eatSs -mid k' tiers srsd 
no 1 , havr- toaciitiiUy sp«!?l tiiwcm this caw forjf&t cmf? Doe, but the? 
court iffittd his haiid ami r«p iisri to do srjm£'ihiii» to save face. With the- 
roii hp is oM-rting for himsoifl tbiVt. think lie want* to be too blatans 
about siisiiii>*ins a rase " wesy" tims- a iiiiigi 1 e^pwis him to iicksaUy 
iittgaS.? it. 
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Ex. 23 



It {«ir.e K rrt' t aaentsCn that Ofl 12/24/2013 Prwisda tested o new turf (r.ot exeetiy *Miv» ~ is '-V6S tried by sstfisrs bifc-ra. 
somewhat ufisiiicassfuSV: *loftg1. Pfsnda ftisd a moaon for ieave to take pre-tcn plain! discovery ir< '.he Court 
Ceriinwn RsfflS cr PhiSaoVphis cr, fcahajf sf ji fw existent prsifitiff Guava itC, trying to gat rdwitsfces cf *0 Interne? 
•ftibsrribsrs «:t*i a ssws 50*1 to Hsfjtss e^.ti blackmail them 1'itn scltfeg cr doing wire dirty job. 

In short, this esorjc Saw ("Writ of sumrncns'^r cit-'.vs subpeeria^g ISPs fiSriC a eosiipifiifit ('.'.Ithsut sfy 

£tsT!!)!!tfn9nt so Si* later!. In otfte; words. She isvv is a cousin of Florida's Pure Bill Of Discovery, heavily espfeitad by 
bcth John Steele's and Keith Lipscomb's Msfiss. 

Seaeifis *f b'°S fffrMsnhsr that liberty Med:* tried to exploit the vary same ioonhoifi in liie Pefifisyivanie csvit Saw 
half a y«sr sas, A: Shut time, Marc Pat>dazia hiss er» sn-hcuse Mi-iiiaeS fee Liberty Mssiifl Kdc>!-g',, sric I be^sve that th* 
:Aea of >hi fishes; ti-'Hsuis^ was hi*. R;r s soup's ef reasons, it ".--'as a failure, faft'cuisrjy, MafV: Raods;;«'s loos; tcuMei 
cn that cass, Jc-"S(«n Riiihle, reaped that this -.vay to "Brctast copyright" is irihsfantiy weeng, essentw'iy restgnes 
(dismissed ths ossfi) end since ;hsn has be?fi eefendir-s; sr,*ny tics; — vctims of predatory ;;iflW=iwi ia;vsgits 

It 15 hnrrfiy h surarise to thus* who fcMow Psar.ds and other bells: csek-'oaehes t*m! to ftxolorit cracks in :>.* fiscr ii 
this cssa, if- the fsoer of the US jydtenl system.). 

An incredible mb of irony, shame and loathe 

Hare is the Memo in seaport of the eisticn (die ether sisciianKitS er<! hnhai at ih« hiHtero cf t^si psstl 







Ex. 24 



! Wgjjfcr juts 



Holdings Willi articulate counterclaims 



_, t rr-rwrtiw nr~* 



Mffca ^.vi f^f^a'j '-i^ $oo"- sr 



T"> - ^ ^.s^s ?r,3 v.i?i-^ are t-r; sa'vc i'^^ * CT stt'if^s/ ffa.^t? Coda ^-tsf; ;-.-< ^ =^; r 

>S is.si.1,, :; 'i to fiillus Soars 5.-(Stti ^fj= 'ijsr r-!-t 1 »*r trSi'-MW", f=«f SniatjeB"! i:««5*r,'. Jest : 



3. Ceoywssit fMiW 
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Ex. 25 






Got it? 

The entire ts« was shamalassry lifted from ftushie's mainorandurnl Word to word. 

I asked Jordan, siti ihs «sssi-.*r ivss preriwob's: htfl firm has nothing to do with it. The r*ust s/ hs work (esliwtt 
sd.'firwy S* that tnse, but sti!i « iie(a«t wo***) ™&£ sWiei either by $T.ee'<« ar tvi PA iKai cc-,i^5s! Isaac Slepner. (I aepsy 
'roils' niltSeadbg Eenti'ficksgy, which they hypocriticsiiy us* when s'jh'n^s about v-s'stss "fieeSing thesi- clients' pisdixis 

fa fo-' '.he kiLal cttoiinsy 1534: Sicpnif .. Many iccoi courtiSiS ikca'ives By Piaritfa turned oat to be etiwa! storeys 
(Georga fiscal, Jejiasian To«*s, Masiiey* VVsssng^f, TVin: f'crriscri ,} srtci '.vcjid not Cf4n tr:;-.k aim^:; as&aaalins* their 
fiftrr.cs v;i!ii Praia's Kuwbsgs if tfcfcy kr-tvi tew rtfudi thasr e.'« Sseisvg that, I not "(rah and blsnis 

i,i sjnii*fisit!p!ijv*d iStterney: i hops he v.-j-i tm*M ths stiok of (iscsy Ihflt 'he crsmsn*! cgtwiiialSest Prenda esue'es finsi 
wiil fofcg!! frorn tills tass -- ths sssw t!i« bwtef. If* he w»s the c^s who piJfcr^d RLish-e's te>t, he ilssrves seme 
tMSi-irg, taut ss ,s k much iosso-r crane sren to make anydeai with Pwaa. 

Last, frut not itasi: fl&uisicg the lew is ?eRf,syivanl« i* ore ij! '.he stupniest things jchn Ststle's hubrcs car. tcjicew 
thpriY erft t#fS*isi superb' aSomeys tiiefs v»he wiii *iavo a fi«3d (Sivy v '>t" J-h^'t "I 3Cletf.pt to sfeffeud justice, arid fhsy 
viili tofec the ivistta-' as clcsa to persona! kj tftasr genuine profesiioftaNsni aiievvs. 

Documents 

■ Motion for pre-complsmt discovery 
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Ex.27 



Mb». Li.K rsws i.ftst taJj t;am Fiesns Len," a i'.e»sy (Sonnet iim ftrm tiist .5 not si 5™ slintag w.C 
£f r; ; "o ! s: if'* bs*s! a cnanjsij -a Wn these ssyj, bwum.^ '"inti-i'JKy ls« C-rciS 1 

MjA w.a !risrs ts (5isv.sss*d iimai:K ss if tfisy sre su S.--.S. nanwriiij su- ; 1 "t 1 D • T ~ 

ffii!! ever,' SS SMI! ta «;(■: *f»f ittl fii'JSSi'j lif I *» -' t f K 

ctii" Jftv't^ snfssip'-nj s:s Pectin ?.™ st^-Kii siw.vrtM s!s;s! ';c^> rre; 

tiirre^t FBI nveiKjalcn ;f S's iSss? sK'sop-jcn/ 5':e5£5;ni. '.v.:. anyone - • "fj Itiinl. " 
r.»w iBftis: i.i,r; bh;=v.((b r Mi Sis f*s: t^s: ?rerv;i csn-iiK as ;~; ea"s b-l 1 ' cans -a. 
si.« <jivi;\s r,wKsufe ™« :t,e:i- '.ifc! fens 5'iy rass fraa&iitfit) r*rti i- s : ;t ' - - 1.." 
:.~ttf.iat-5iis-. 



Ex. 28 



. - ,-' O RoW This 



■ JSI lilMsiss 
.0 ij FUteThli 
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illHIUIHuiiLHi.HudiUIuiuijUHuUitHillMitlJlil'' 



Ex. 29 



1 1 1 



*C".*"."s s«uf*i .'-sS*:-T 's --nMsssis-'y vs;as. 

T^t setter scsss fi^e si-Mia;--*.* tvt ™ra «st resily s.isaw s«fl>. 



S?T4 «;:s fesfSrie-Si ;o~c &{■:>: VC3-i?;-2S;3, !i I sti cf :»ter.«Uflg resorts ikw cvi rsur-iKf, s^ssl'tig 
Ssst «:4 Irenes SSCs'i to* ;5l if iC- 



Ex.30 



Yuu crs sesfreet. 




in th* mesntifr.?, )ohr- Steele discovered a r.»w tenctps of jud'tis/ mflitafwSss". a 
one-party lowsuit. SeriKi;;;'. We ali know pre«de crooks have bssn dosng a iwd 
svcrk <jf rjspTiVnT.^ pe^p^e * srr Ine cc;jrt, ths very pecsi^ thsy raps (fl^n'n. in s 
;uciS(fl ; sens*)- First, scam arnsw snaked Enj; sines 5ufc>po«r.s b issued to ;ti iSr, Joh.n 
ana Jane Does haw no stsnd'fsg "a qussh it. D-c^'t work. The.-] a new l!"=;k was pu;Us;i 
t.« cf the Ssg; ta fssus 5 subpaeis not frosn J jt!~sd:«ictt .vheia fl lawsuS is (sad — W:Sh a ss's gnsl K> onfuss ^ 
and jar.s Oca-;, wsil sf j'Jcges, msk;fi{i it unciSSf wi'ial court th*y should file ;heir snotons » quash iv 
Arirnorished by » co^uie of jutfgsi, tresis c'sd not give isp sra can-ie up * concept of "co-«Kra5 : reteri" ( 
tieftsmiafsts — na stsniiinp), sr-esfeps a mast shatesewn jaivasis 5; '.jr^e- defendant anas If sn!y tn.s sr«8E¥iry i 
■js«d te ssfva the society, not ;s rd: i: ; 

A3 '.he cu!i!isifl*J*n of this ifootey, job:: S(e«i£ (using an Eflst Coast geen Deniet Ruggsem at e insuthpiec*} riitis 
that the sole defendant he is soSng had rio standing. I'm net 

Tfvi fTsi'ie-bogg'fis c'cnt happeneti i.n s federn! ces* v. John Due {12-cv-liaGOi In MassachsssiSits. i s-jrot* as . f 



16 



Ex, 31 



During the seasonal festivities, we missed on elephant In the room. In Dacambor 2012 notorious copyright 
Uolf Pruoda Law started dismissing its individual cases by large numbers. 



in ths Forces' article, Jste Steele br«g 
sifd wci-ld iik« te irareew this to 350." 



e-d !bst >a files 20 itmsuifs o :tso 



ThoM of us, whs knoVf tins missrsble individus!, die not t-the.-". tt sinji? word. 

Moreover, I spKuiitied that fra bli:3:ra of ;rd!«du«i lawsuits wos the taist grofso i 

bluff, isst assart in extort sweskb pa/mow befor* abandona^ the s-'ofefsg .... 

5>> ; <j. Stsek afsc busrrely stated that individijsl tav.iu.ts brought more nioissv ra '. 

hii t^^n the rxto!is criss. Any rat'CraE sewi ^nae'^ts^G^ J^at this ^ er; .... v 

essoSute ho<}K4sh. WhJa fihng all Sisse tasss b leasee (diosigh eestly} . ;. 

nysstita-riitig theiri js way beycrwi Pn-nda's capacity, even if fmndt maf-jsess *o 

tr.pie thft ^unibe: of ufidererfipieyed scumbag iav.yen — rika ji.-:;;^? 1!j::s:.v> 

from Georgia, or jv.'i'j Jjh TsisjjMj. fssiYi Misivgisn. As 1 hed predicted, m most Cissi dsfeitdants wars r=et even ftsfvsf: 



Ex. 32 

• Quad (nssffiatisfiii 

Ar Hcldtn^s a"d Iiige:-i.°:iy J3 o;a otfsiwse (and ciiKvljiv evsri outright fake) cerper assails that are hi the carter d 
"Ccoeergstti" — -sl't-. sf-dt Steele and h=s gam; fwgi-e the siCjrsBtufis of their oiitpcrted CEO Aiers Co9p«i , 1 ussng 
ident-ry of 5 fnan (reap Ajsn CcoB«r) sgsrrist his wili cr ei-pn 5qvw!ed§e. 

I fcrtei.', ssSniMt rwdii'Sg aircut Qisad IntafnaMfidii, but defirs ; t(Sls , it irw&ffs sens* to ifivesfcgsts this "ccpc-rst'c-n": the 
fi^pfity of ti^d^rtc^Jnys f>y St^e'e fi'id Hs!TS!rr£>er dre tasted wtfr frpn^d.. so d:^re a vicbis chsr-cs tc dearth another 
stand*!. 

I ssnrsoi re;\d trceksd mi^ds, end undeniably, dc;-'t have ef-eygh ^fot.uation to <p*cumw about both '.v!;y a'' d->cs« 
sudden dlifiisi-Sfi'S Br* takir-<) place, errd why the most susflscieiis "pi o^icif f s ' «*te scared at trws tinre. I Heps Hat 
Pr^nds's ircpurier 1 ! frs-jduient activ^ss have feeliy eau^ht ittenticr- of i-ivs erite'cemstit, and the crocks era on the run. 
I wiil be Hspev to Jmd «it "eade<s' cpifsicos. 

I did rial wiri; ;k £B2"d ail oiy fcsi'd diacwrag ever,' !s-A-sy:t, f-d 1 hcfH) toe !-.e ! P iMfh filj'rg out this i.stit. 

Two questions of the day 

• Is jt wis? to Msttifi iVivt Prerida lodsy : 

• Wes 't evs;' 



* U«'# One tJcWtss' ''kiss 'Jii* 



"Kr'iS fni Share 
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Ex.33 



Ai i reported iast week, wspyrsght Erc-fe Jehu Steele, Pau: Duffy, Sfett Gi'ira {end MsrktuS 1 } hired the "bsss Sew firs! 
Tsn^ss for nlvte a>!'r.r tilrr-kisi defense." KynK, Marwn«rt £ Fetmers, PA {'"KMF" beio.v}, m aft attsmp: to av 
safeties sfa*r an embsrrsssBig yet e.'iterlsrnn-g SunL-st PiciuMf ffguiv/i fFLMD 12-CY-01685! hearing on Picvem 
27, 2012, fn sisv oprrsiors, rhs tcsi artist so'-pSy reolci no; risk fighting ffts dsfewe sttefi-ey Graham Syrsrt's mc! 
withcut fin C'jWitte csiinse'. a; it W*«!ii in eicthcr hearing s'.'ith si! r.f".ff pari-? of arawenrg jijdgei' ijueiisorw ijf* 

serf;. 

As a fi«t of ths «fji.™«i! against sanctians, four daciaraGorts-'afPdisvitj were sSathea is t!i« XMF's respond {by r>< 
VVoi^'i!, Paul Duffy, Brett Gibbs, (Sue Jnhn Steele). 



Basd*s » cossrdi-istiSd fldaek w (jrahsm Sy/ert. these exhibits aiso assent to 5*2 ! Si!i ;h? ffo/esnbii' blccper sn del 
severing ncrabis questions — era'ar to avoid furthir scrutiny by the judge. 



as 



Ex. 34 



December 22, 2012 at 4:55 pm 
/'• (J f.\" m Rate This 



"white collar criminal defenders" attempt to defend Prenda's scaui artists. 
Surfacing of a new evidence af others' identity misappropriation by Prentja 



piece sLwiS •'i!?c , 5<: 



^ ., SJOsays: 

^ December 23, 2012 at 4:27 pm 
-".i 1 a> o & Halo This 
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Ex.35 



. met:o.i ft* issts < 



iipsSBS, Si* «S55 i 



WSSBSsSSSSSmS 



tivs >»it.i«si-c -sswns mi»s v»l &m the njis at s i«s- ! iM-4seirj!si« fcr [s jvj esse. "ssrat-nt ess' 

^3;^-3 is b* Booth £«;e:, wvsi* sws.-s *re stimtf issues (isava ritr-sa'i uass Oac* Ragjiero, 

!3 1 8>Jy Kit !W SCkT-twS: !',4 >'(■■! 'eT' 5 t(tt « ? i'-Mt S3C« is (L-rrssti ,' !»'."$ (SlfrcfKS ii)' {ifef'or iS.c™vs id 

;cvp^ H.'s :r.fis:=i5. ^m.rsi ^s!*:^:;;;; frtf-^ n&.v Ming ioflndan« s^:: -^fir,:^. f^-r ; ^ r^.ic^ Mtfcr 



t'r. 1 V> ! i.'-eV-ilSM-ICS 



Ex.36 



sjwsv., fcrsflt s mid-schocJ Engi'ih exiinv Hera we taBi about ba^e language swnjsrsfcensk'n, -»wii<h ar^y c ; t=ian of the 
Unites S;stfis ;h<«;id matler, ^oi" r^stigrs' and BrfflT's ccfivercEiire, I reseat th**<* qyestsj^s'. 



Lis!, !j«t ncl teas-:; WWe Mr. G'bbs foisti'v sisns his tantrum liocumsRt as a "'"Vends! 'Lb 1 .-., Inc." amsioyiit:, he (and She 
judges) shciilti prsiv*Ejjy iss resumed that shis esfpcjaSon n NOT in good standing wth tn*r ante of liiinais. srw! jb 
Si-cii^ed B!3sss4 are orsscess of pulling a maehinetsosi — ■ sisaii-iC't^g ihe cid cofpat*8Sfl (r;;iiE? ii'islv, io avsia 

'.•.ritris ti-» a?s(K(8i report ird to jst f,d cf b&d pubiic*,-) a^(( crsaiiiig snaihar trne — with the tame (jscpia, same 



TAC's greeting to Judges 



Givi-r-, my Mreftg belief's («5 1 scscUiStcd above) thas msy ivsicoms seme to^X dsfks/jutiges heie seen, i SiSnk i* Is 
ebsoSiitisly appfofjriste io pul! ft r*e*nt TACs cammen: fresii a drffeent (yst reiMeri) discusslsn shreasj ensJ embed it it 
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Ex.37 



Reply 



2 ' a & Rate This 



Reply 



Deeersber 17, 201! at 3:53 pni 
iS & Rati This 



Reply 



Ex.38 



f>'iy be; is shut Pta:yJ« (i feting abardi^Ki. J \\-fi be r sally iijforissd )f "hi; sarperti'sn is ev«r reinstated. The vary Einvng 
of !tie new LLC esma'sg into the gsm* f exactly wbtn Prsniis bws its ttaiidin^j sugge«; that "A.",;f Piracy Le-,v G-syp" 's 
itisst'S to b* * rsptseemen:, not isn entirely i'.s-'j strutters, PrefiCis'S ' "(;! gsSotT Slitus is itwsK :&«!>' a result cf feiii-ig to 
ffi; she asvius* wja't thai vjss diss ei Cctebsr 31. 

This first qus-j'.isn: 

^ Why atiyonu wants to abandon the company that is not bankrupt, that has a nice positive 
letttaniont cash flow, not being sued ate? Only crooks need machinations like this to opatate. 

(T!~a !ss; p>iffs?e was fnwt to B ! iy flforig w;;th "Biltcrent Betty, ' °i b risspersitp hops tlwt si'e retivset this auesfceri.) 

Wh>!« thefs rsiiph: tia testemnle {mm rssceisaniy ethrtal) nsossns fcr the shjftie. Prar-da's cifreji: s!«ys sJietsfe a 
lOiipie sf practical iiJirencr.i. jrretevsnt to the "iv'ny" a«.e<i a'xjve. I em igr-ofsni in ihs oa*"! of the tba: iS39>s wlh 
tCfjJiifSt'Ofiii anri I sso no; knCiV IJiWs rsjii'atratit e'iiifir. I hsvs rw ce«irfl to dc £ rwetsreh, yet my :^t«!t«n teiis me 
;hftt ssv:,f^ ttvse, maybe I's'wt, QuOKOTS, (.Si: convey ImpattariS infefrr-ssen so ettomey*,. S'Sii through them. Co judges: 

^ Can a company that Is not in good standing fiia and/or maintain lawsuits for their real and fictiond 
clients? 

P Would a contract sinned white a company was not in good standing, be woiid? If settlement 
agreements went made between P rend a and alleged infringers after November 1st, would they ba 
binding? 
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illUiailli 1 : 



ill 



The snake is changing Hs skin again. Your new personal extortionist will ba "AntM*irecy Law Group" 
Flflht Copyright Trolls tsyt: 
Destnbar 16, 1012 et =n; 
i.i © HateTh<s 



! .> f.,-.ij;i ; s rf !rv.:r 51. ci-Lw: swui t* ^-jr'-js :.?-v i ..: 



flepty 



3sm*s Donnitught mt: 

□eCimber SS, 2012 3! S;3S pf 
,> *> V ! © ItMBThlS 



T« ilK'i tiv; «>»'rr Cn.ft^.-';, ".-"'CM'*" ffi'-J S ; it J v>l»il is--rf;-nr;< its*? .'v.-; : ~ -T.ffif :rv M. sine:;;. - 

; Mre r,i-v o.-c v.cv.riri ,■•!!! rlii's;. Sc Mis :->" cj-aiissi; !i-s-; -'-.n Mr/ wr, ]vt;*;.:-'M wr'vjiii .-sw; ;ocf-i 



Roply 



December 56, Ml! at pra 

; l n © HateThiH 



Ex. 40 



The snake Is changing its sHin again Your 
new personal extortionistwifi He Aiiii-Piiucv 
law Group" 



it., mum M~i nil . 1 ji. a 1 



::i::::::::i:::>::!il 
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Ex. 42 




23 



Ex.45 



24 



Ex. 46 



Media coueraye 



Ex. 47 



. s o (f nue it* 
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Ex. 48 





■rif s 

.■ 3 n-.o IJ RAlsIWi 



Of.-* fi HMtlhH 



:1 '• a is 



Ex. 49 



t. pJ<l? dedicated to the &m 
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Ex.50 



Conclusion 



Update: 10/03/2012 hearing 



Ex.51 



' a SJ Kale Thii 
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Ex.52 



, <::'• It BOlt Thil 



Ex.53 



! nl! fiitw ^jtailnl AHointi t&i JB i anLtliiaicMim!! 
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Ex. 54 



Ex. 55 



HWluuilwlHU 



; I D (i Hole ll» 



6K3G?E38 
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Ex. 56 



threatens to Nil! himself 



J^fs. | ■^/J^^l^. , 



Ex.57 



fit ply 

3£ 



<"so 
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3! 



Ex. 60 




32 



Ex. 62 

Lawyer receives nasty emails, uses litem to 
advance his anenria 



Ex. 63 
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